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the majority party, listening to that 
extreme lobby, has not allowed that 
issue of contention which should be 
brought before this floor to be even de-
bated. And I think that’s unfortunate. 

So beyond even the pattern of unfair-
ness that has been set by this majority, 
where not even one piece of legislation 
has been brought under an open rule 
where everybody can file, every Mem-
ber of this House can file amendments, 
beyond that even, significant issues of 
contention that Mr. FRANK of Massa-
chusetts has made clear, and I’ve heard 
him. He’s been very explicit and, I 
think, eloquent when he said, no, no, 
all such issues of contention should be 
allowed by the Rules Committee. And 
he’s gone so far even to protest his own 
leadership excluding genuine issues of 
contention from prior bills brought be-
fore this House, and I think that he de-
serves commendation for that. 

So, here’s another example. Mr. 
HASTINGS talks about an issue of con-
tention that has been shut out by the 
Rules Committee. So yes, Mr. 
HASTINGS may have had three amend-
ments made in order, but two amend-
ments that deal with the issues of con-
tention have not been made in order, 
and that’s unfortunate. That’s what 
I’m saying with regard to it being, I be-
lieve, unfortunate to see unnecessary, 
totally unnecessary closing of the proc-
ess, shutting out debate by the major-
ity, even on noncontroversial under-
lying pieces of legislation like the one 
we’re bringing to the floor today. 

So we have no further speakers. 
Again, I thank my friend from Colo-
rado for his courtesy. 

At this time, since we have no fur-
ther speakers, we yield back the bal-
ance of our time. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I believe 
that it is noteworthy of the issues 
raised by our friends, none speak to the 
lack of merit of this bill or, indeed, the 
13 amendments that are allowed under 
this rule which will be subsequently 
discussed. We must make sure that 
substance takes priority over proce-
dural processes which could otherwise 
delay a critical bill for the manage-
ment of our public lands. 

Our public lands management agen-
cies remain constrained every day by 
the costs of fighting wildfires, which 
will only worsen in coming years from 
a changing climate and increasing fuel 
load. 

Some critics may point fingers, but 
today we stand here with an intel-
ligent, well-designed, responsible and 
bipartisan solution that puts our tax-
payer money to good use by protecting 
our communities and preserving our 
national treasures. 

This rule allows for 13 amendments, 
including five from the minority party, 
and has given fair and due consider-
ation to all the ideas that have been 
promoted to enhance this legislation, 
including many that actually impact, 
at least two amendments that reflect 
invasive species such as the pine bee-
tle. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I urge a 
‘‘yes’’ vote on the previous question 
and the rule. 

I yield back the balance of my time, 
and I move the previous question on 
the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the resolution. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned. 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate by Ms. 
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate has agreed to a concur-
rent Resolution of the following title 
in which the concurrence of the House 
is requested: 

S. Con. Res. 12. Concurrent resolution rec-
ognizing and honoring the signing by Presi-
dent Abraham Lincoln of the legislation au-
thorizing the establishment of collegiate 
programs at Gallaudet University. 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to Public Law 101–509, the 
Chair, on behalf of the Secretary of the 
Senate, announces the appointment of 
Sheryl B. Vogt, of Georgia, to the Ad-
visory Committee on Records of Con-
gress. 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to Public Law 111–5, the 
Chair, on behalf of the Majority Lead-
er, appoints the following individual to 
the Health Information Technology 
Policy Committee: Dr. Frank Nemec of 
Nevada. 

f 

RAISING A QUESTION OF THE 
PRIVILEGES OF THE HOUSE 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a 
question of the privileges of the House 
and offer the resolution previously no-
ticed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
H. RES. 286 

Whereas, The Hill reported that a promi-
nent lobbying firm specializing in obtaining 
defense earmarks for its clients, the subject 
of a ‘‘federal investigation into potentially 
corrupt political contributions,’’ has given 
$3.4 million in political donations to no less 
than 284 Members of Congress. 

Whereas, multiple press reports have noted 
questions related to campaign contributions 
made by or on behalf of the firm; including 
questions related to ‘‘straw man’’ contribu-
tions, the reimbursement of employees for 
political giving, pressure on clients to give, a 
suspicious pattern of giving, and the timing 
of donations relative to legislative activity. 

Whereas, Roll Call has taken note of the 
timing of contributions from employees of 
the firm and its clients when it reported that 
they ‘‘have provided thousands of dollars 
worth of campaign contributions to key 
Members in close proximity to legislative ac-

tivity, such as the deadline for earmark re-
quest letters or passage of a spending bill.’’ 

Whereas, CQ Today specifically noted a 
Member getting ‘‘$25,000 in campaign con-
tribution money from [the founder of the 
firm] and his relatives right after his sub-
committee approved its spending bill in 
2005.’’ 

Whereas, the Associated Press also noted 
that Members received campaign contribu-
tions from employees of the firm ‘‘around 
the time they requested’’ earmarks for com-
panies represented by the firm. 

Whereas, clients of the firm received at 
least $300 million worth of earmarks in fiscal 
year 2009 appropriations legislation, includ-
ing several that were approved even after 
news of the FBI raid of the firm’s offices and 
Justice Department investigation into the 
firm was well known. 

Whereas, the persistent media attention 
focused on questions about the nature and 
timing of campaign contributions related to 
the firm, as well as reports of the Justice De-
partment conducting research on earmarks 
and campaign contributions, raise concern 
about the integrity of Congressional pro-
ceedings and the dignity of this institution. 

Now, therefore, be it Resolved, That 
(a) the Committee on Standards of Official 

Conduct, or a subcommittee of the com-
mittee designated by the committee and its 
members appointed by the chairman and 
ranking member, shall immediately begin an 
investigation into the relationship between 
the source and timing of past contributions 
to Members of the House related to the raid-
ed firm and earmark requests made by Mem-
bers of the House on behalf of clients of the 
raided firm. 

(b) The Committee on Standards of Official 
Conduct shall submit a report of its findings 
to the House of Representatives within 2 
months after the date of adoption of this res-
olution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The res-
olution qualifies. 

MOTION TO TABLE 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I move to lay the resolu-
tion on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion to table. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, this 15- 
minute vote on tabling House Resolu-
tion 286 will be followed by a 5-minute 
vote on adopting House Resolution 281. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 223, nays 
182, answered ‘‘present’’ 16, not voting 
10, as follows: 

[Roll No. 155] 

YEAS—223 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Adler (NJ) 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 

Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 

Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Childers 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
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